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THE 


PREFACE 


ME Danvers ix bi+ Rejoynder, pag. 1, tells 
tbe World, tbat 'be bath therein given a full 
| + Anfwerto my Vindiciz ; And it bis Pre- 
{4 a\ſerious and particular Anſwer tomy ground- 
I6and frivolous Appeal, as be i pleaſed to call it. 
lifto aſſure me bid "Party is of the ſame mind, be 
day the * Baptifis Anſwer | 

{ub Vindication. | And both he 7 Mt. Kon9% Mn 
ad they do- put me in mind of Wl Goluold; Wn 
Hy Promiſe , that if | be could Forty, Mr; Delamne, 
ne. it appear I had wronged 

n_( « they think. be hath ſofficiently done ) 1 
mild meke him publick, ſatisfaGiion by acknowledg- * 
wu my Miſtakes. To the performance of which, I 
ut truly ſay, I bave no Antipathy, fince to yield to 
be Truth is a glorious Vittoryz and if my Antago»> 
Mſtconvinceth me of my Errors, I ſhall not come bes 
td bim iz Honour, when I openly Re- LE 

1 them, — * Nam ut ille mci Vi- RA 
ar eſt, ita ego 'triumphator Erro- 


Ne bs. 


\ 


A 2 


The Preface. 


T bave ſeriouſly, and as T think, with a preat des 
of Impartiality, examined what they bave {rid :. And 
find that through their own miſapprebenſions ( to pie 
:t in the mildeſt terms) I am m Pporemt'y abuſed 
by them all. And if Men' wonld. 

pains, as to examine both our Books, and the Author 
we quote, they would diſcover what I ſay to be tru 
without a farther Vindication... But becauſe few have 
either Will, or Leiſure ſo to do; for the juſtifying of 
my ſelf, the undeceiving others, and the making good 
my Promiſe, which they urge me withal, 'T am neceſ- 
fitated to appear once more in this Cauſe : And baving 
finiſhed my Anſwer to Mr. Danvers bis Rejoynder, 
intended it forthwith for the, Preſs. - But an unex- 
peAed Providence hath fallen ont, to alter thoſe In- 
tentions for the preſem. And 1, hope the Party ill 
be more Ingenuous than to apprehend any thing beſides 
Civility, occaſions the delay. But the Baptiſts: A- 
ſwer is ſo flung in my Teeth, and 1 am reproached 
as not able to ſay any thing for my ſelf, that I om 
forced to publiſh thu firſt, which I intended laſt. 
And therefore if T am now more particular in theſe 
diſcoveries that reflett Ignorance and Partiality upon” 
the Party, it mult be imputed to the clamorous Kes | 
proaches of ſome envious Spirits, that will not be 

gnicts | 


t take ſo much $6. 


(5) 


Ud863843 048048 0400. 6 
[Vindication of the Appeal, 


He Baptiſts Anſwer to my Appeal a- 
gaioſt Mr. Danvers, is as if they were 


reſolved to manifeſt themſelves to be 
indeed what Mr. Danvers miſtakingly 
us them, viz- Appellants, Is not the Appellant 
lame with * AGor ? 

For they Accule me of ” At llans dicitur Adtor 
at was never brought to $7 Henry Spelmans Gleſ- 


| ary im verbum Appell. 
ir-Bar for Sentence, as NE 8s the laniff 


$5) My refuſing of ac+ 5» the Appeal, Minſhaw. 
ping an endeavoured Ac- 
mmodation.  ( 2.) The unuſualneſs of my Me- 
; ©. (3.) The unlikeneſs of my Pattern. (4.) The 
ropriety of my Appeal, pag. 2, All which 
borrow from Mr. Danvers Preface to his Re>_ 
ter. And no doubt he might therefore well 
ws he doth, that he wrote to help the Appellants, 
21! But what to do? Rather to give bis 
vpment, then their own in Matters brought to 
ir Bar by me in my Appeal, but preſently brought 
K again by them to his. 
To which I anſwer.  ( 1.) That neither Mr. 
«nor his Party, have any reaſon to be offended at 
re fuling thak Accommodation they ſpeak of, for 
« publiſhing his Miſtakes to the World, did re- 
A 3 quire 


(6s) 
quire as publick a DeteQion, And all the Injury 
I have done Mr. D. is only to Undeeeive him, by 


demonſtrating he was miſtakep , if indeed be + 
thought his Book beyond any Rational-ObjeUion a2 ainft 


itz and- {o give bim an Opportunity of makin 
good his promiſe, That if i could be ypade.a - 


be bal done any. manifeſt Tnjity\to Tricb, he would. 


be ready to give the moſt publick, ſatisfattion it might 
call for. And if indeed the Detection of his Er- 
Tor IS 4s. welcome to bim as an Approb 
ſpeaks ) is being only Truth and Sincerity be deſigned 
#0 propagate : His next muſt, contain bis Retiat- 
tations, , which he will give a ſufficient proof of 


his Sincerity. But if inſtead thereof be ſhall-&ill- 


continue- to Jjuſtifie himſelf, and reproach mey;1 
am afraid his greateſt profeſſion of Sincerity will 


ſcarcely perſwade the impartially Judicious to: be»! 


lieve him. ( 2.) Any Man may uſe his own Me- 


thod. There arc general Rules for the framing of, 


Diſcourſes, but they bind none $0 the ſame way of 
procedure ; And where there is no Law againſt the 
form of my Appeal, there can be no Tran(greſſion. 
( 3.) The Pattern followed was for an Appeal, 


and that preſident uſed to excite the ſame Perſons: | 


( from whom was expeRed righteous Judgment ) 
to ſecond their firſt Works. ( 4+ ) Why ſhouldit 
be thought improper to appeal, but inthe caſe of 
the Appellatees Contumacy ? *Tis certain. that Cir- 
cumftance is not neccfſary, becauſe it is not-in the 
definition of an' Appeal which is no more ( fay 
Lawyers ). than - Provecatio inique ſententie queres 
lam continens 3 and the end thereof is the 1edrel- 


fiog an Injury, But if the Appellants would -_ 
ouſly 


ation (Canchet . 
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look; A 24.” That Lather hid'po ſuch paſſage. 
ow. pag 168; as he quotes, 2. Edie. p.S . 
his- Reply," he"will not own his Miſtake, - 
1 thewed him, Cop. 7. page 24 3- 
hatthe' made* the "''Magd. fay,. pag. 47. That.t 


ſet-in 


| Ufimrof Dipping the whols Body, was changed into 


ling's little Water on the Face; which they 
id nots Yet in bis Reply he juſtifies himſelf, b 
| are 'bis own words, wot theirs ( whi 


ill +: ——_ arge) though there is but a Scmicolon 


12 And: that in bis ſecond Edition, he made. 
(dftindion,” by putting thoſe words into a different 
Grofiers which is untrue. Though I told him, 
(4.9% pag. 2+ that the Magd. did, not ſay, That 
kk Apoftler Baptized only the Adnlt, as he made 


Wl ow pog: 46. Yet inſtead of confeſſing his Mi» 


falls foul upon me in his Reply, pag, 31s 
if I bad charged' a Falſhood upon bim of my own 
king, For ( faith he) my words are expreſfly_ 
Ws 8: The /Magd. tell us that in this Age, they find 
Baptized only the Adxlt. Though I acquain- - 
” him in my 'Preface, that'the Magd. did not 
j, Cent. 3. pag. 125, 126. that the Cuſtom of 
vpping was changed itito Sprinkling,, as he affir- 
Kd,-1- Edit. pag. 113, Yet Reply, pag. 36- he 
5s out, -I do' bim- manifeſt Injury; for he did not 
ite -tboſe Pages for that, but fo the ſnperſiitions 
er;: though it was' impoſlible for any Reader fo _ 
; Prnderſtand: it,/ as I demonfirate, Yind. pag 5. , 
ad at laſt ( though theſe are ſuch apparent Mi- 
A 4 takes) 


onght,: they ... 
' this my way of 
* Iromdure;” For though T'to)d'Mr. D. in my. firkt 


(8) 
ſtakes ) in the Preface to, his Reply, he tells me, 


That notwithſtanding my great Floyriſh and Noiſe, Ti. | aitid 


am yt able to reprove the truth, ſo much as of one of 


thoſe Authorities in tbe Hiſtorical part, and excepting 
one in the Dofrinal, not another that is confiderable 


in the whole Book, Doth not Mr. D. in thele things! - 
appear to be Contemacious and Stubhory, (0. as to re- 1 


Jed and ftand ont againft juſt Convidtion and Admo- 
nition? Indeed the Baptiſts tell -me, They do wot 


find bim juſtly chargeable tberewith, ' pag. 2. But; 


hopt* by this, they will be ſenſible ot their over- 
ſight,” and be convinced that my-Appeal was both 
proper, and ſeaſonable. I am ſure 'the Inftances 
carry -\uffticient Demonſtration in them, to ſatisfic 
all the impartially Judicious, if they will be at the 
pains to examine them as they lie in his Treatiſe, 

I T. I obſerye that their Anſwer is almoſt a Ca- 
pite ad. Calcem, of Mr. D's. forming 3 which at» 


gues Collufion, and that they conferred Notes be- 


fore they thought meet to proceed to, Sentence, 
Let us compare their Anſwer with his Rejoynder, 
and it will be apparently diſcoyered. 


Mr. D's.Rejoynder, p-25. | Baptiſts Anſwer, p. 4, 5+ 


Speaking of my Tran- | They mentioning the 
ſlating a prece of Calvin 3 | ſame Matter, defire me 


queries whether I did fair- | to conlider, whether the: 


ly in Ropping the Tranſla | RRopping of my Tranſla» 
tiew where I did; that | tion where | did, be not 
it might appear to thoſe | unfair, and the miſlead- 
tbat underſtood not Latine | ing of an Engliſh Readers 
#0 be ſo groſt as I would | which is all one as to 

. make ſubs 


_ _ 
= _ 


> 1, = 
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; and this is ſub- | 
" my Conſcience, 


Pag- 30» .. 


Mr. D. cenſures me for 


wdhim of miſtaking - 
liusfor Calvin, ' after be 
ld owned the miſt ake. 


- 


Ibid, 


Mr. D. execuſeth bim- 
ſif about this miſtake, 
md ſays, that in looking 
into bis Book, he finds be 
id put Eſftius Annot, 
Gen.17+ 7+ 


Pag, 33» 


Mr. D: tells me I dealt 
mworthily in leaving out 
the word | Paryulis | in 
ny Tranſlation of Wal- 
dens words , which Mr- 
D. cites in the Latine : 


hgenaiey , becauſe 1| © 


fubmit it to-my Conſci- ' 
ENCE. 


P 4 6s 


They ſpeaking of 'my: 
harge. againſt Mr, D; 

for abuſing .Calvix, and 

fathering Eftius's words 

upon him, cenſure me : 
as one neither Fair nor 

Ingenuous , 'becauſe be 

had owned it as a Mi» 

{take in his Reply. 


Ibid. 


They make the ſame 
exculc for him, viz. We 
obſerve alſo that the 
quotes Efties Annot. Gen. 
17.7. at the end, 


_ Pag. 8, 


They alſo muſt needs - 
remark the ſame, telling 
me thart I left out { Par- 
vpulis | and with what 
deſign or end they leave 
me to conlider, and then 


el Noſtri 


Cite 


. F 
% 


"A : (10) | ga) ki tv 1 dy 1 
Noftifwicklivins) 84." Cite the words in Latins 
"| as Me. D. doth. iN 

Pag- 307 Th Pag. 7. 


My«:D. puts a ſpecial 
mark "upon thoſe wordr of 
mine, "No wonder Mr. D. 
miſtakes Latine Authors 
ſo often, "when he cannot 
rightly \underſtand thoſe | 
that ade in Engliſh. 


will convince you of the 
untrue and unjuſt Re- 
proach you fſubjoyn, 
That he underſtands not 
' Engliſh Authors. 


To which may be added their Accuſations above 


mentioned, which truly render them Appellante,' 


% 
. 


taken from his Preface. Do not theſe Inſtances. de- + 


monfirate, that' they conſulted* with the Party, ac- 


nounced' in his-own words : ( And let them deny 


it if they can )'Which is certainly a greater .Ims _. 


propriety than can be found in my Appealing, 
which they condemn. It being contrary, both; to 
Reaſon and Honeſty, that a Judg ſhould' be ſway- 


They .cannot give. in; 
the words of Dr, Has cs 
mound Without this addi»... 
tion, vize We hope this ..; 


: 
L wy 


cuſed for a' Sentence, it being thus by Parts pros ,,,; 


—_—: 


ed by the DiQtates of a Party, or enquire for a Sens; 


rence at his Mouth. $9 0s | 
I LI. I further obſerve, that there is much, in 
their dealing with'my Appeal, that looks like Par« 


tialityz' and in'their” Sentence that hath ( to'fay. 


no more of it) an appearance of reſpe& of Per- 
ſons. i: We are fome-where told by Eraſmus, that 
Te ,0W Ty 10, Eft cum magis favemus buic _ 

| ill 


y 


( 

Th illi non ob ipfins yea, ſed. erſone diſcrimen;;, c And : 
t., Y2akeby tells 1s, that this Perſons wor hgnifiee Jubr., 

fantian bominis ſed qualitatem , and that. qualites 

s carnal Relation, Riches, ſameneſe of Opinion, 

or ( in a word ) any thing the Judges reſpeRtbe-. 

ſides the Cavſe, Now this appears,” * 1-4 
Firſt, .In remarking to me ſome. things in; my--:; 

+: Ydppeat, as Falſe and Injurious, or Unofit,, and, paf- 

*11' Ffng by in filence ſome things in. Mr. D+ that.aze of - -- 

$ i Jthe ame or like nature. The ſtopping. of my 

©. ITranſlation out of Calvin, was, fay they, unfair, 

* J$h9:4,5- Yet Mr. D, flopping his Tranſlation-out : - 

» Jo Beza, 1Cor-7. 14+ is not unfair, nor worthy: 

Ct Jof blame, for they take not the leaſt notice of. ity>- 

though mentioned in my Appeal, pages 167,:168, - 

My charging Mr, D. with, adding thoſe. words to 

Jrrom, viz, For it cannot be, &c. is, ſay: they, 1.1 

hair, pag- 5». But Mr. D. his adding to the Magdy! 1c 

0 Beza, to Ames, mentioned in my Appeal,.pags - 

» $1645165, 167, 168. is paſſed by without any Cen+ + + 

10; Flare, though his Anſwers to them are not only 

' 1: Jyeak, but untrue, My charging Mr. D. to have |. 

..,9. Jiuſed Door Hammonds words, is, Cenſured; by. »-- 

{them for my Miſtake, pag. 7- but his'abuſing and! -: 

| perverting of Voſſis his words, mentioned Xppeabs: > » 

| pag. 180, 181. 1s palt over in filence, though, the- 

Miſtake is fo notorious, and Mr. D. juſtifies it-to -- 

tte height. Laſtly, my leaving out [ Parawlis].. * 

0 Waldexs Quotation, muſt be remarked to me, 

with an infinuation that it was done with anevil © 

Delign, pag. 8. But Mr. D. his Omiſſions out of... 

: Plormine, Doctor Owen, Doctor Field, QOlimpia. 

ww, mentioned in my Appeal, pag- 162, 163, 

164, 


(12) | 


x64, 176. were all; it ſeems, made with an ho. 


neſt , for they are not remarked to him. 
Secondly, In giving their Judgments, only up- 
on part of my Appeal. For as for the ſtrange Do- 
arines I charge Mr. D. withall, they Nightly 
Anſwer; We think they do not ſo properly offer 
themſelves to onr Conſideration, pag. 14. and 
therefore conclude, they may be excuſed if they 
wave' them. But why them more than the 
relt? As being (lay they ) things controverted, and 
collateral to the grand Propoſition, pag. t3. This 
doth-well mend the Matter. ( 1. ) Things con- 
troverted : So were the particulars they paſs Sen- 
tence on. (2. ) Collateral: So was that part of 
the Milevitan Decree, Item placuit, &c. taken no- 
tice of by them, page 9. So is that Queſtion, whe- 


ther Mr. D. abuſes Calvin, by fathering the words 


of Eftixs upon him, pag. 6. and the addition of 
the Virgin Mary, to the form of Baptiſm 3 and 
yet theſe were thought worthy of their notice, 
But what they ſay is wntrze, for they are not all 
Collateral to the main Queltion— it that be it, whe- 
ther Inf ant-Baptiſm be warranted by the Scripture 3 
For ſeveral of the talſe Do&rincs mentioned, have 
a dire& influence upon that Queſtion : And out of 
thoſe:Do@rines which are contrary to his, are Ar- 
guments drawn for the Proof of the lawtulneſs of 
Infant-Baptiſm; as may be ſeen in thoſe Writers 
that undertake its Detence. 

Thirdly, In taking Mr, D's. words for Anſwers 
to ſome ot the particulars in my Appeal, and for 
ſufficient Anſwers to the Infignificant and Trivial 
thingss ( as they are pleagd to word it ) I —_ 

TH is 


—_— 


| 
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his Charge, pag. 3. And ſo are all thoſe Particu- 
hrs which they do not remark unto me, Na ws, 
to this their Vote; That is, Mr- D. hath anſwer 
all but Eight, which' they think fic to take notice 
of from pag. 8. to the end. But if Mr. D. his An- 
(wers may excuſe them from taking notice of. the 
reſt, it might alſo have given them a Diſcharge 
from the labour of their Remarks ; he having re- 
markt the ſane before, and they making but a R+- 
petition of his Anſwers. | 

 Fourthly and Laftly, In taking in Mr. Thomas 
Delaune to fit Judg with themſelves upon my 4p- 
pralthough by the high Excominm he gives ( in his 
Epiltle to Mr. Hutchinſons Book, and Verſes before 
it) of Mr. D, his Works, his great Contempt of 
my felf, and all rhat have wrote againſt him, and 
confining the Church of God within the narrow 


limits of his own Party, as if they were the only 


Chriſticole in the World, he hath ſo openly made 
himſelf a Party in the Cauſe, To admit a Perſon 
ſo. apparently byaſſed, ſo virulent in his Scoffs, and 
lo unqualified for the exarhivation of Latine Au- 


thors that he is not able RALF and 
* DG. - * TR elaune wnderidstes 
l0 form Suftineo » 5 fo Propheſee, that after AMr. 
certainly againſt all rules 1... \ "Mr. Whiſton , 2nd 
of Juſtice, and proclaims a»y /elf, none ſhall ftand up 


their Partiality to the In the defenceof Infant-B aps 


| World. And if 1 may 14ſm, for thus he chants : 


wo— Cc unquam _ 
be allowed liberty of cauſa patrocinio Climate 
ConjeQure, I preſume novo. 

this Gentleman was 

The Perſon they pitched upon to <xamine..the 
particulars of my Appeal, who by his Ignoraper, 
141 


x0 the Milevitau Cayon, by a paſſage found -in Pep 
opbpaifts*eodice 3 that, Indeed, is {o far'trom being 
he fame there-with, that it peaks the. contrary, 
-#5 1*hal-ovn detnonſtrate : Which greatly xefle&s 
por? then all, though ſome of them. I ain (atis- 
iedhave Ecatning enough to have, diſcovered the 
"MiRake, had they but confidered jt them(alyes. 

- Having: thus manifeſted the Portiality of the 
Baptiſts , and therein diſcovered, how unlike juſt 
Judges they have *procceded, I ſhall addreſs my. 
{ef 64 more particular Anſwer. 


j 


'The Bupriſts tell me, That. what Mr, D. acknmn-' 


particvilarly examine, comprebends my whale Appial, 
pap» 4+ So that 'all thoſe which he hath not Con« 
fiſt, tor they Examined, are Inconfiderable, Tris 


ledger, *and what are Inconfiderable, and what they 


val, Tafignificant, that deſerve not to be, mentioned; 


ant Bis Anſwers to them refpetively, are deemed. ſuf 


fieitnt to ſarisfie the Reader, as they, declare, pag«:3. 


By "which they make Mr. D. his Anſwers, their 
own 3- and ronlequently if any of them prove In- 


ſufficient, their Reputations are blemiſhed as. much / ' 
as his3. yea, abundantly more, they ftanging in : 


the capacity 6f Judges. I ſhall therefore ſhew; 


.Firft, That fome- of Mr. D. his acknowledg- ' 
ments, are not ſo Ingenuous as, they make thern, ' 


Page: 3+ 


. Secondly, That ſome of thoſe Particulars in'my 
Appeal, which they ſay are ſo Trivial. and Infig» 
nificant, that they deſerve -not to be mentioned; 
are 'not indeed, fo Inconfiderable as. they make | 


And that Mr.'D. his Anſwers which they 


them» 
| make 


| 1 RIES (4) E210 AA 
-Kathbronpht them to juſtific Mr. D. his Addition 1 0 


cs 5 Www 
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 TF make their ow 
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er Fafuffcien to Gatisfie;an 
1u\Thirdly,'I ſhall mort eſpecially conſider, theſe 
(right Particulats of my gireeh, they have thought 
good toinfit upon3/in all, or moſt of whi 
quſtifie Mt. D. and condemn me. And ſhall, make 
itappear, I hope, to their own Convidion; that 
hadthey acted with that wine inveſtigation af 
ter Truth therein, as became j#/t Judges, and gaod 
Chriſtians} they'wonld have paſt a. contrary Sen- 


ng 


tence. +» Aa: J 
[And I muſt defire the Reader to take notice, that 
theReaſon'why here only inſiſt upon ſome. of. the 
Particulars in my Appeal, and not all, is not bes 
auſeI judg the reſt not as capable of Vindications 
But having done it already in'my Anſwer to Mr. D, 
tus Rejoynder,” which I hope may ere long be pyþ+ 
liſhed 3 I chufe to infaſt only upon ſo many at,pre« 
ſent- as may! be fafficient to Dewoaltrate what. I 
tave undertaken to prove. ft 
1; In thefiftplace Tam to prove, that.Mr. Da 
bis Acknowledgments are 'hot cloathed with, that 
Ingenuity-as the Baptiſts pretend ; To demonſtrate 
| this, I muſt examine his Confeſſions. He owns, 
indeed, Rejoynid+ pag- 35: That that. paſſage 'of 
| Nazianzen, Baptizandos peceata lug confiteri -|olizoss. 
ſhoald be rendred, © The B ized were wont $0:c0u=. 
| feſs\tbeiv figs Which in his Treatiſe, pag. 56..he. 
Tranſlated," 'Nowe were Boptized of old but ſuch: 
But yet he juſtifies this Tranſlation to the height. *: 
Which is a confefling the" FaR, and yet denying 
| mſclf guilty, and is this Togenuous ? Again; hel 
tuteſſeth,  Rejoynd. Pag- 32+ That Dew-dedjt: {a 
41393 -8 | THY Popes 


—— 


_—_— MM... 


"Pipex Name ) appearing to him to be two.woy 


| and not the name of a Man he rendred it Deaday, 
-@& Gods-Gift. But this avours little of Ingenyj. 
\ity; for though he acknowledgeth, his Errors in 
Yrehdring Deus dedit, by Deodans 3. yet there. is ap. 
"other Error in .it not acknowledged; and that' is 
- rendring Deo-daxs, Gods-Gift ; « Deo-dand (which 
48 that he means) is ſomething given to.God': Ste 
Minſhaw on the word. It is true, 1 minded hin 
"of -the firſt Miſtake, but the chief thing I brought 
the Inſtance to prove, was, his making Authors 
to afhrm one thing, when they. athymed the con- 
trary 3 for as he tranſlated the words, the Ra 
der will preſently conclude, that theſe Gifts were 
pheen by the Baptized to the Church, (and mi 
appily gueſs thereby that none were -Baptized by 
the”. Adult ) whereas indeed they were given'by 
the [Church to them, as I demonſtrate, Appeal, 
pap. 171. But this he takes no notice of : And 
15 this Ingenuous ? Or what he ſaith upon it, a ſuf 
ficient Anſwer for the Readers ſatisfaRion, as'they 
affirm, ? | | 
'Thirdly, He acknowledges, pag».32+ That's 
thithe Quotation out.of Walden, I have truly reli- 
flew bis miſtake therein. But adds , That it 'w6 
barileſ ( though dire&ly contrary to what Wak 
den "athrmed ) and andefigned : And that I bave 
done it to his advantages; as confirming more fully 
that 'Wickliff and bis followers were againſt Inf ant- 
Baptiſm, in agreement with the Albegois aud Siſ- 
velter, ix Scotland ; Two other harmlcfs Miltakes. 
For Walden tells us plainly, that he wrote that 53/ 


Chap. againſt an Upſtart fort'of Hereticks, to or 
M0 
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(17) | 


4 fwd parouli de neceſſitate ſalutis Baptizentur' aqud 
TJerfphili 3 That is,” that Infants were to be Bapti- 


Ted With ' Water as neceſſary to their Salvation. 
This Wickcliff,” and the A41begois denied, for which 
he branded them as Hereticks, as judging thereby 
Ecelefraltical-Baptifſm unprofitable to Infants, be» 
cauſe they held they. could be ſaved without it. 
But how doth this confirm more fully, they were 
againlt Infant- Baptiſm ? When Proteſtants that 
are for it, are of the (ame Judgment, 21z. That 
it 1s not of abſolute necdlity to Salvation, that a 
Child ſhould be Baptized, And as to his Sylveſter 
in Scotl-nd, IFalden mentions no ſuch Man : He 
only tells us of certain Lollards, Sylveſtris Scotie, 
of the High-lauds of Scotland, that were of Wick- 
liff”s opinion in this matter; And 1s this Ingexus 
us in Mr. D. or Iragenuows in the Baptiſts? Who 
applaud the Ingenuity of his Auſwers, and never 
examined the Hiſtory of theſe things, and yet 
haye undertaken to judg between us, 
Fourthly, He confeſſes, pag- 41- that he did fa- 
ther upon Zonaras, that which he did not ſay 
and yet calls my charging him with it a trifle. And 
dath this argue Ingenuity ? 
Fifthly, He acknowledges his miſtake about 
Lowifranks Teliimouy, to prove Berengarins de- 
nicd Infant-Baptiſm, paz» 46+ But I told him alſo 
ln the ſame place, Appeal, pag. 188. That the 
Magd. did not tcll us, that he publickly maintain 
ed denyivg Baptiſm to Infants, though he poli« 
tively affirms it, 2 E it. pag. 241. I told him ab- 
{o that though he inſinuatcd, pag. 243. that Be- 
rengarius 1ecanted his Opinion of Infants Bapt ſm, 


B and 


| (18) , 
and-after wrote 5gainſt his own Recantation ;' Y& 
there! was not a/word -of Infants Baptiſm: therein, 
. nor any thing like it ; both which he takes nb nos 
tice of. Aud how then can Mr. D. ſitisfhe his Con. 
ſcience; in telling the] Readers in; his Polt: ſcript; 
that he there gives them a briet Account of all the 
Miſtakes of moment, chat he hath 'mct with from 
any -hand+:: And can any: Man call this Ingenuoy? 
Laſtly, He acknowledges the miſtake about Serj 
cixs, as being too plain to be evaded. Bur pre 
{ently adds: But what Decrees were made by 
P. Sericins, (0: immediately preceding Innocent, fot 
Infanc-Baptiſm, as Mr. J/:ls ſuppoſethr, I find 
not, page 48. Though indeed, I n:ither ſaid, nor 
ſuppoſed any ſuch thing. And is not all this very 
Ingenuous ? | 
2, I ſhall inthe next place prove, that ſonie of 
thoſe Particulars'in my Appeal, which the Baptiſt 
fay are ſo Trivial, and Infignificant, do not indeed 
deſerve thoſe Epethites: And that Mr. D's. An» 
{wers, which they make their own, are very In- 
ſufficicnt to ſatishe any Impartial Reader. (t:) I 
having charged Mr. D. with leaving out part of 
what his Authors ſay, to. make the Sentence more 
for his purpoſe, prove it by particular Inſtances 
one whereot is mentioned, Appeal, pag. 162. ta* 
ken out of his ſecond Edit. pag. 95. where he leaves 
out Bell irmines owning , that it is openly enough 
gathered out of the Scriptures , that Infants ſhould 
be Baptized ; and quotcs him, as if heonly pleads 
«d Apoſtolical Tradition for the PraRtics. And 
this 1 made appear he did, knowingly, and 'on 


purpcſe becauſe Mr. T ombes inſerts it, from _ 
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bt had the Oaks, Again, T produced anothet 
I"fance of Hke nature; pag. 164- out of his /z4 
ond Edit. dg: 755- Where he inftonuates the ſame 
f Doctor Field, who yet as poſitively declares 
te Scripture to" deliver to us the grownds of Infants 
laptiſm , which he alſo omits. Do not thefe 
Omilſions make the Quotations more for his pur+ 

ſc; and ſo ſubſtantially prove my Charge ? How 
en cotne they to be Incenfiderable, Trivial, Inſigs 
tificant, as the Baptiſts affirm ? Why Mr. D. makes 
fnſwer for them, and tells me, Rejoynd. pag. 25: 
were ominted from my own Grounds, becauſe be 
there quotes botb of them under the Head of Tradition 3 


{tkey both afſerting Infanc- Baptiſm ſo tro be. Bt 


phen be ſpeaks to the Head of Conſequences front 
ſeriptare, he Caich, be quotes them both, as Reply, 
kg. 74. Anſwer, (1.) He faith, He did it from 
own Grounts , becauſe of that ſaying of mine, 
Ning. pag. 7. But he attempts not to make it good 
teithtr indeed can he. (2.) He quoted theme n1- 
ter the Head of Tradition : Which 1s untrue. For 
the Quotation of Bellarmige, is iti pag» 95- and bc 
longs to the tirſt Chapter of his ſecond Part, the 
(ohtents whereof run thus, vis. Wherein the $crip- 
ferex total ſilence about Infant-Baptiſm # obſ»rved, 
bith the neceſſity of Scripture-Warrautry, to Autho- 
fize every Ordinance, and that by the confeſſion of 
Parties themſelves. And under the necetlity of 
Cripture-Authotity to warrant, &c, he quotes 
Luther, Calvin, and others, to prove it 3 and af 
laſt tells ys, be will conclude the Chapter with that 
batable Obſervation of Bellarmine, which is the 
lnftance before us- Is this then under the Bod 
| B 2 © 


MATIETE 


Practice. Is this a fatictactory. Auſwer? And 
then..as to that,.of DoGtor Field ; it is true, he 
quotes it*'under the Head of Tradition,; ;yyet it is 
as owning Tradition to be the princepal Ground of 
I:fant Baptiſm 3 as may be ſeen in. ſecond Edit pag, 


132. and Reply, pag 72. Whereas Dr. Field owns * 


no.ſuch thing. He only faith, it 1s. called a Tra: 
dition, becauſe it js not expreſly delivered-in-the 
Scripture: He doth not ſay, that Tradition, is the 
principal thing leaned upon to pioye it 3, neither 
cuuld he intend ſo, becaule he preſently adds, The 
Scriptures deliver to us the Groundof it, which 
Mr. D. omits. 'And his ſaying - that under the 
Head of Conſcquences, Reply, pag. 74+ he quotes 
toth this, and that of Be{larmine, is another mil- 
take; for that Page.is rut under the Head, of Con- 
ſequences, &c. but under the Head of Tradition, 
as' may. be ſcet2 pag. 72. and in pag. 73, 74+ Os 
where he runs a Parallel between the Church of 
Rome, and me, in the behalf of che Protcltants, 
jn the point of Tradition, about Infant- Baptiſm : 
To (hew our agreement therein. I acknowledg 
Mr. D. there tel1s us, that Belarmine did own it 
might be gathered from the Scripture. But this 18 
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ther, place 3 Tor this is another: Book, and done 
9'\another &nd:>* Butt! that he qaoced Freld there 
owing it alfs, 15 another miſtake, to; give it 110+ 


1 worſe a Nam! Por Field is not fo: mach as nitn+ 


a 


foned-in that 74tbPage, nor any where el(c in any** 
of his Book, thark can find co that purpole: How 
then can this be deemed ſatisfaQory ? Or 'coult”? 
ay thing but 'extreamn Partialify-cver overcort- 
Rational Creatures to afhrm it,' much Icſs < Fe 
llians? I muſt deſire them Rrivully” to confidet; 
It. 

"Another Inſtance T gave, Appeal, page\4 #, 


| 154, taken out of his Treatiſ', Jecond' Eadtr. 89.9 


176, where he brings a Pafſzge-oat' of DYE” 
Owens Saints Perſeverance, fo prove that by 1b Set 
mentioned, Gen. 17. 7. # meant the Spiritual Sheds) 
ind not the Carnal Seed. Whereas Dou&tor Owen 
hv that very place exprefly faith, that the External" 
Adminiſtration 'of the Covenant of Grace was given 
vo Abraham and bis natural Seed, which Mi:''D/! 
kaves out : And i» it Infignificant, and Trivial 5n 
me, to reprove him for ſo grear unfaichſoliicls 7 
How can they prove it? Why it is our bc lick (laien! 
Mr, D. for them, in his Rejoynd. p2g- 26.) that the? 
Extcrnal Adminiſtration ot the Covenant), | vis; 
Circumcition did belong to Abraham, 'and his*Cir® 
fial Seed, the Fews, undcr the Legal Atthiditives) 
tion, yet it follows not theretore; that'B- prifity! 
bclongs to the Carnal Seed under che Goſpel. 
penſation, And ther:fore the emitting that pl aſe,” 
which is not at all diſputed between us, could toe? 
be from any injurious D-lign. But all this provcs no 
my Inſtance Tnſignificant and Trivial : For the things: 
B 3 Mc 


(22) 
Mr .D. had undertaken to proye,was, That the Seed 


there mentioned, was the  Spirizzal;,,and not the, 


Carnal Seed, ( it was not whether Baptiſm: belong. 
ed.to the Caxnal Seed under, the,, Golpel Diſpenſas 


tion, as Circumgifion did under: the - Legal, that, 


is, Mr. D's, miſtake) 'and he brings m Door 
Open to confirm. his Aſſcrtion 3, whereas the Dus, 
Ror faith the, contrary,” vis. That-the External 
Adminiſtration of -the Covenant of Grace was 
given to Abrabam, and his Carnal Sced, and the 
Internal Grace of jt to all the Ele 4 that js, his 
Carnal Seed was by God owned to b=long to his 
Viſible Church or Kingdom, till they. Diſcoye» 
nanted-themfelves,. as Iſmael, and Eſau did; and 
all the Ele& among the Sced that died in their In- 
fancie, were made partakers of the cficCtual Grace 
of it» Whether Mr. D. had an; injurious Deſign 
ig this Omiſſon, he beſt knows: And whether his 
Reply proves the Inſtance Trivial and Infignificant, 
let the Impartial now judg. 

2+ I charging him with adding to Authors, 
without the diſtinction of a different CharaGter to 
the decciving of the Reader, prove it alſo by par- 
ticular Inſtances One whercof is mentipned, 
P 167-. taken out of his ſecond Edit. pag. 44 
where, he ſaith, That Lydia and ber Honſhold be- 
lieving in; the Lord, were Baptized at Philipp by 
Paul, As 16. 14+ Whercas there is not the lcalt 


mention in that Verſe, or Chapter, of the Belic- | 


ving of her Ho«ſpold. 1 thought it had been 4 
clear Proof of my Charge. But Mr. D. and his 
AppePants, judg the Inſtance Trivial and Infignr 


ficant, and not an adding 10 the Scripture, but bu 
OWN 


a. | 
gon ſenſe of #he words, concluding only Believers 
in-her Hoyſhold were Baptized, Rejoynid-pags 291 
apd is this -a ſufficient Auſwer?' Let the Reader 
judg, whether this doth nat more ſubſtantially 
prove; Mr. D. guilcy.of an Untruth, than my In- 
tance Trivial and Infignificant. I ala brought an- 
other Inſtance qQut of Beza, and another out of 
Amer, Appeal 167, 168. And let the Impartidl 
Reader but view them in his Treatiſe, ſecond Edit: 
page 169, w77 and judg whether his Additions to 
them are eahily and very | plainly underſtood, : not 


to be his, by any. ordinary Reader, as he athrms, 


Rejoynd. pag 29, 30+ (0 as to render thelc Inſtances 


! Trivial and Inſignificant, as tbe Baptiſts ſay. 


3+ I charging Mr, D. with Sclf-Contradiction, 
brought one Inttance, Appeal, pag» 1734 £74+, Out 
of his Treatiſe, ſecond Edit. pag. 162, k63+» where 


tetells us in one Page, That tbe Holineſs mentioned, 
1Cor. 7. 14- intended a Civil Matrimonial Holi- 


neſr, appears from the ſcope of the place. The Ca- 


xiathians ©xeftion being, Whether their new Spiritual 


Relation to Chriſt did not diſſolve their Carnal Re- 


lation, &c. And whether they could without ' dt- 


filement, maiutain their Converſe any more than tbty 


.conld in Ezxa's and Nchemiah's time ? And y:t i 


the very next Page, be tells w, That the Apoſtle 


1 brings in thoſe words | Eliſe were your Children. un- 
| clean, but now are they holy | as an Argument, ab 


ablurdo, why they ſhould continue together, Upon 


\ Which I told him, that if the Ground of. their 


(cruple did really ariſe from thoſe Inſtances of 
Ezra and Nebemiab, it was a plain Contyadiction 
to make thoſe - words, Elſe were, &c, an Argu- 

B 4 ment 


(24) (6+ 
ment 4b abſardo : Becauſe from: thoſe Inflanices 
they could conclude no otherwiſe, but” that theix 
Children wese Baltards, and to be put away, But 
this is alſo judged by them to be Trivial and In 
ſignificant, # being #0 Contradidion which i4' only 
an Alluſion to* thoſe in Enra's time, Similies not run- 
ning on all four, Rejoynd- pag: 33. And by their 
leave, Mr. D, doth not bring it in at all as a Simily, 
but makes it the very Ground of their Scruple, 
Let M. D. and his Party ( thoſe of them I mean, 
that know what an Argument Ab abſerdo is ) but 
excrciſe their Reaſon about this matter, and again 
aftirm it #0 Contradidion if they can, and the In- 
ſlance Trivial and Infignificant. Again Mr. D, 
rells us in his Treat. ſecond Edit. pag. 231. That 
about the Year 610. Childrens Baptiſm was held 
in many places of little eſteem 2 And yet in his 
Reply, pag. 140+ He tells us that Infant-Baptiſm 
-was univerſally received in the 7th Age in thoſe ve- 
ry places, to beget their Regeneration ( as he phia- 
ſech it) as'I demonſtrate, Appeal pag. 174, 179, 


This alſo is branded by the Baprifts as Trivial and - 
"Tnſignificant, being no Contradifion 4 becauſe Infant 


Baptiſm might be wniverſally received, and yet in 
may places be little eft-emed. (1.) Becauſe Per- 
ſuns may little efteem things they recerve. (2: ) By 
Univerſal, be explains himſelf to mean the Greek 
and Litine Churches, which admit of exception, vil. 
Thoſe that ſubmitted tothe Pope, and thoſe that were 
wider the Patriarchs. But this is far from recon- 
ciling the Contradi&ion, or proving the Inſtance 
+ T-ivial ; For as to that firſt, it 1s meer Prevarics- 


 1iox 7 For let the Reader but view the place, £5 
it. 


ol, (25) SA 
Fit. pag. 231. and he will clearly ſee that by lit- 


tle effeemed, Mr. D. plainly intends publick Oppo- 
fingz yea, he ſo explains it. © And as to the fe- 
cond, ſetting, aſide the untruth of his Explanati. 
on; it is meer Gibberiſh, not xo be underſtood? by 
any but himſeif. TE 
4 I charging him with perverting the'ſenſe 
of-his Atithors. by the falſeneſs of his Tranſlati- 
ons3' bMng' an Inftance, Appeal," pag. 180. 'out of 
his ſpcond Exit. pag. 110. where he tells us from 
the Magd. That P. Innocent blaſphemouſy attri- 
buted Divine Honour to the Popedom , whereayg 
they only ſay, he ſcemed 'to attribute Divine Ho- 
nonr to the Saints. This is m—_— Infignifi- 
cant, ſay the Baptiſts, and no miſrepMcntation faith 
Mr. D. Rejoynd- pag» 38, 39. Becauſe be ſingled out 
Peter, and whether he did it to Pope Peter, 'or Saint 
Peter, is not much material, the former is probable. 
I,” but what now is become of the Popedonr, to 


which heſaid Tanvcent attributed Divine Honour ? 
'And -is it indeed probable, he attributed Divi” e 
Honour to Pope Peter, when th&Magd. do expreſs. 
ly fay *twas to Saint Peter, without" any mention 


of Pope. But *ris not material, *he-faith, 'to' which 
of them *twas done. Anſwer, ( 1.) Though'it 
be not material as to the evil of Þmocents Fat, 
yet it is as to the meaning of the Magd. and to 
queſtion whether the Tranſlation be right or 
wrong. ( 2.) The Invocation of Saints ( the Di- 
vine Honour given by Innocent to Peter ) was long 
uſed befcr: Tunocents time, and before Popery, and 
the Popedom were formed, as now it is, or was in 
his days. Voſii Theolog pag. 176; 4d. pag: 208, — 
SO 


(26) 


Sothat ove would wo | 
tray his. weakneſs togiyeluch Anſwers 3 but for his 
ty £0 pwn (them , 23 ſxfficiext,, is telling the 
World, they. have..zenounced their -Reaſon, Ang» 
ther. Inſtauce. I gaye ju ,the ſame Page, taken out 
of his Treatiſe, ſecond Edit. pag. 118, 119. where 
a Quotation out of ,Yoſfus is molt grolly perverted, 
Mr-D. making him give theſe as tbe Regſons why 
the Antients Baptized: naked, vi. [That thay might 
he thercin as in aſtate,of Innecency, aud as nakedia 
their ſecond, s: firſt Birth, '8&c. Whereas Voſiy 
only uſeth thoſe Expreflions,. to ſhew how naked 
the Body was when they Baptizcd it : And bow 
doth this prgye ;the.Inftance Trivial and Inſiggifi- 
eans f Yea, Mher it, proves the Bapty/ts exireamly 
partial or inconliderate. 
5. Having, charged him with fathering upon 
Authoss,..that which indeed they ſay not, at leaft 
in the places by (him quoted; do in my Apped, 
Page 181. produce an Laſtance out of his' Treatils, 
where having told us. ſecond Edit. pag. 55. That 
the Magd- give us. ſeveral Authorities out of the 
Learned Fatbers, to prove what he there affirms, and 
Some wheresf you have.as follow. ( That is, accond- 
.ing to the Grammar of the words, thoſe Quota- 
tions that follow, axe ſome of choſe the Magd. pro- 
duce.) And amang the reſt, pag. 66+ he brings 
Arnobius upon the Pſalms, which the Magd. have 
not, as he himſelf confeſſes, Rejoynd. pag. 41. And 
denies he did ſay he took it out of the Magd. whigh 
js 2 palpable untruth. And yer Mr. D. mult be julti- 
fied, and the Inſtance condemned as bcing Trivia 
and Infignificant, 


6. I 


-wonder. Mr; D. ſhoul hes 


(27) 

6 I charging him with picking out of Authors 
here and there, and joyning. cheth together as if 
y werg one, iririre Sentence , gave four partiou- 
kr Inſtances for the, proot of its 7all which w 
pertinent, and Full, as the Reader will ſee if 
pleaſe to peruſe. them. in my Appeal, pag. 184, 185, 
The laſt of which was taken | out of his ' Reply, 
pag 63- where he patches together words ſpokey 
about a hundred Pages diſtant from each other, 
and upon (cveral occafions, to make me ſay, That 
lefant- Baptiſun may. be lawful,. becauſe not forbidden 
in the Scripture ; which I no where did affirm, nor 
Indeed did I ever think it., . But he tells me, Re- 
jynd. pag. 43+ ( and the Baptiſts in. him ) That he 
bath done me no wrong, and deſires the Reader to judg 
whether in thoſe Pages compared, I do not ſay, Thag 
# there is no Scripture expreſly Ki ay Ws ety 
ther is there any excluding Infants from Baptiſm, nor 
ouy, Scripture that ſaith there were, no Infants Bapr 
tized. | confels Ifſay fo, and what 15 this to the 
purpoſe? But. do I here, or any where elſe athrm 
Infants-Baptiſm. may be lawful, becauſe not for- 
bidden. in the Scripture? ; He cannot fay. it, aud 
ſpeak truth. And yet Mr. D. mult be juſtified, and 
this Inftance be branded with the Epethites of Tris 
vial, Iuſignificant, and Inconſider able. 

7- I charging him with aflerting notorious Nn- 
truths, give an'Inſtance of one out of his Treatiſe, 
ſecond Edit. pag. 115. where he afficms from the 
Magd. That a Child that died Unhaptized in the 
7th Cent. was taken up and Chriſtned. - and had bis 
Fathers name given bim z and in his Margent puts 
t, 8 dead Child Chrijined, to make a 
00 


29 ) 


T7. In the Tranflition, 2. In the Story. 


twixt taken up, which might 'be ſpoken. of a dead 
Child; and he, raiſed up from the dexd;” which'is 
the true rendition. ( 2. ) He faith, if he ſhould 
intend the Child then dead when Chriſtned,” he 


knows no reaſon 'but he may have his liberty of 


ConjeQure, as well as Mr. Jill}. Truz, a liberty 

of Conjecture is granted in a doubtful cafe ;* but 

Tot a liberty of ContradiQing the words of 'an 
'Anthor, or ſaying het ſays what he ſays not; ſo 
doth he here,in concluding from theMgd.the Child 
dead when Chriſtned : For Reſzſcitare ex mortuis, 
15 never uſed but to raiſe to Lite 3 and he, and his 

Party will do well to ſhew in what Author the 
word Reſuſcitare ( without ex mortnis, and takin 
by it ſelf ) is uſed to ſignifi, a taking up from 4+ 

mong the Dead, or out of the Grave, a dead Bo- 

dy: which it they be able to effe&,* yet will it not 

ſerve their turn, unleſs they can; ſhew the whole 
Phraſe | Reſnſcitare ex mortnis | will bear _ 
y cnc 


look the more ghaſtly. Whereas the "Magd. 'fay, 
Hot thar he was taken up, and Eaptized dead, bur 
after he came to Life again ,” he' was Baptized, 
| Having fotind Mr. D. guilty of a double Untruth; 
He will 
not confeſs his Fault, but uſeth'many turnings and 
windings tO bring himſelf pff, pag: 44. '(1.) 'Tis 
faid, he conceives there js no untruth in his rent: 
tion of the words : Yet there is; for the Tranſh« 
tion an{wers not the Original, which is this,' viz. 
Tr puerum fine Baptiſmo mortuum , veſuſcitarit ix 
morinis & tandem Baptizarit ;' Rendred thus by 
Mr. D. A Child that died Unbaptized, was taken 
wp and ( hriſtned. And is there no difference bc- 


(29) 


ſoſe.... Mr, D's. Reaſons are Infignifeant, and 


(pebapy) one;of them another Untruth : Becauſe 
(Jaith he ) ſuch an Interpretation ſo exactly agrees 
with. their Pradtice, then uſual., to Baptize the. 
d ; What, To take their dead Bodies out :of 
the Grave, and Baptize them ! for he ſaith, the Boy 
was taken up, that is, out of the, Grave, as ap». 
pears by his following words: And. how will he 
prove it then their uſual PraQtice to Baptize the: 
Dead? Indeed Marcien and the Cataphbriger, noto- 
rious Hereticks, were for ſuch a.Practice in the ſe 
cond. Cent. ( as the Maga. tell .us ) but that ever 
it was a general Practice in the Church either then, 
or. in the 9th Cent. as Mr. D. athyms, is, Ivpre- 
ſume, more than can be proved 3.,nay, I am apr to 
think he cannot find it pratiſed by avy. Another 
reaſon of his ſtrange Interpretation of Reſuſcitare 
ex mortni#, is caſt into the form of a ©uerie. 
Why may not the Dead be ſometimes uſed for the 
Grave, as the Grave is often Metoyymicaly uſed for 
the Dead and Death ? as, he ſays he could Inſtance 
in great variety, — Be-it ſo, yet except he can 
alſo Inſtance in like Variety, that the Dead is uſed 
for the Grave, he ſays nothing 3 nor yet any thing 
to the prerpoſe, unleſs he ſhew ſuch a Figure mult 
de uſed here in the Rendition and Interpretation 
of the Magd, But notwithſtanding all this, Mr. 
D's. Paity ( to the great Diſparagement of their 
Learning amongſt all Scholars that (hall read it ) 
proncunces my Exceptions againſt him, in this al- 
0 Trivia} and Inconfiderable, ayd his Anſwer to 
be Satifadfory-. AnMther Inſtance 1 took out of 
lis Treatiſe, page 113- Edit. 2+, where he ep 
at 


"4 


= & | 
hit the Atabaptiſts; or Waldenſran SeR, 'inces3:) 
ſing in France and Spain, King Theodoricus called y/ 
Synod at Tllerdon 3x Spain, decreeivig that thoſe thiy' 
were fallen by Anabaptilm,the Order of the Nicene Sy: 
nod ſhould be impoſod upon them, vite That they 
ſhould pray ſeven years amongFt the Catechymens, 
ak after that two years amongFt the Catholicks, te. 
fore they be admitted to the Encharift. 1 told bim 
in my Appeal, pag. 191. that this was unttue, 
And being demonſtrated to Mr. D's. Convi&tion; 
he hath only this to ſay for himſelf, Rejoynd. pag. 47, 
Thar he quoted it out of the Ditch Book of 
Martyrs, and if they have mitſtaken it, let them 
be accountable for it, faith he, not I. Which is 
another untrutch 3 'for he quotes the Mapd. for it, 
atid not his Datch Martyrologie, as the Reader may 
ſee in his ſaid Treatiſe, pap. 114+ This alſo Is cet» 
ſured by the Baptiſts, as a Trivial and Inſignificant 
Inftance: And a notorious Untruth, judged a ſufs 
fitient Anſwer to it. 
$. I charge him with "firange Dodtrines, and 
prove it by Inſtances: One out of his Treatiſe, 
Eie. 2. p2g- 156, 157, 158. where he affirms, That 
Infants bave not babitual Faith, or an inſpired Ha- 
bit. And pag. 213. That they are uncapable of 
Regeneration. This 1 undertook to. prove falſe 
DvQrine, Appeal, pag. 193+ if Mr. D. continucd 
to juſtifie ir, and his Party approved his fo doing; 
which concern'd them to take notice of. , And a- 
Jin, pag. 171, 172. he afſerts, That nothing is 4 
$4 of the New-Covenant, but the Holy Spivit 3 and 
abain, pag-212. he denies that Perſons may be vis 


ftble Church- Member; before Converſion z all of "_ 
g«* 


('3r) 


Dofttines apparently falle:* And \T preſume the 


ifs themſelves do (o judge;' which makes them 

{s willing to wave the Conſideration of them, 
414+ Bur notwithſtanding they mutt be pro 
nonnced Trivial and [ncouftderable, and: his An- 
(wers to them ſiifficient, Of which, let the Reas 
ders jnidg- BH 
9. I am come to Vindicate thoſe particular In« 
ſtances, which the Baptiſts think worthy their Re+ 
marks z though” theſe alfo, if I miſtake not, they 
cenſure as frivolow. For thus they preface their 


| Remarks, pag-'4. We muſt obſerve to you that yout 


lie Obnoxious to the returns you made 10 Mr D. wheut 
he charged you with leaving out part of the Sentence 
of Nazianzen, viz. Si aliquid periculi immineat 3 
Calling it a frivolous Charge : Excufing your 'ſelf 
ofter ſuch a manner as you will not be ſatisfied with 
from others 3 therefore we ſay, many of your Charges 
are frivolous, your Reaſon in your own bebalf will 
juſtifie us, you being Judge. And therefore, firft,(lay 
they ) we deſire yout to conſider, &c, I ſhall not bE 
angry with the Baptiſts for calling any of my Chat- 
pes frivolous, that indeed are fo : But I confeſs, I 
think never the worſe of them for their calling ther 
ſo; nor will I believe the Impartial Readers Jude 
them ſucb,unleſs they can prove them (o tobe. An 
2s to my leaving out $3 aliquid,&c. which both Mr. 
D, and his Appellants upbraid me withal: I an- 
(wer 3 That in my Irfant- Baptiſm aſſerted, Cap. 7. 
pag.10,11. I did plainly declare it to be Nazianzen's 
Opinion, that Infants oughe to be Baptized pre- 
ſeritly'in cafe of danger of Death , otherwiſe to 
ſtay two or three years : And therefore the leaving, 
out 


(32) 
ont $4, aliquid : pericali, 8c. could, not be ont. of 
an ill intent, but for brevity, as, the) Etcetera. ad- 
ded, makes it further appear, - Andas to that Paſs 
ſage, .p:g- 13+ which through ſome miſtake I know 
noi how, was fathered upon: Bazil, ito; prove, him 
for Tafants Baptiſm, when the: words. were Nag. 
anzns\ [ have already, and do once more, des 
clare that it was not out of De<fign z, and indeed my 
Aaſwer which I ſcntto a Trepanning Letter which 
Mr. D. cauſed to by ſent me, argues my.Innocency:; 
for therein [ tell him, that I knew : not where to 
ind che words ſpoken by Bazil, and cold-nat ie 
er him to any Book, or Page, as was delired, 
And therefore it is a moſt uncharitable. ſurmize of 
Mr. D. that I left out ſome words. on purpoſe that 
It might not be diſcovered to be Nuzianzens. Aud 
noiy kt-the Reader judg of the Frivolouſneſs of. the 
Anſwer. But as for the Bzpriſts, their ex:rcam Par- 
fiality makes me regardlcls of their Cenſure. I 
have diſcovered it, I think, pretty well alreadr, 
and in examining their remaining Remarks, I ſhall 
make,it more abundantly appear. | 
- Firſt then, They. dcfire me to conſider pag 4+ 
Whether the flopping of my Tranſlation out of Calvin 
where T did, Appeal pag- 62. be not unfair, and 4 
miſl-ading an Engliſh Reader ? 

Aaſw. I having accuſed Mr. D. for leaving out 
part.of what his Authors ſay, to make the Sengence 
more for his purpoſe , produce an Iygltance out of 
the ſecond part of. his Treatiſe ; The thing the there 
undertakes to prove, . was, The Scriptures total Sth 
lence abont Infant Baptiſm,by the confeſſion of Parties 
themſelves, as appears by the Contencs of the g > 

| ate 


g that it is no where expreſly mentioned by 
the Evangeliſts,that any one Child was by'the Apo- 
Mes hands Baptized. I told him in tny Appeal, 
ag. 162, that Calvin did in that very place afhrin, 
that Infant-Baptiſm was not framed. by Man," but 
upheld by the great Approbatioti' of Scripture : 
And the leaving out this, was that I accaufed him 
ef; and appealed to the Baptiſts ,” whether 'this 
Omiſlion did not make the- Sentence rtiore for fits 
purpoſe, For how could Mr. D. without bluſhing, 
ve brought Calvin confeſling the Scriptures totat 
filence about Infant-Baptiſm, had he-at that ſame 
time mentioned his aftirming the Scriptyves to ap=' 
prove-it= This was ſo full a proof of my Charge, 
that the Baptiſts ſaw, I preſume, that if they'took. 
Cognizance of it, as they ought to haye dohe, they* , 
mult for ſhame have pronounced him guilty : "And' 
therefore they paſs it by , and inſtead of Condem< 
ning him, as they ought, they accuſe me, as being 
guilty of the fame. ' But doth rby being guilty, 
make Mr, D. innocent ? Is it w1fatr, and a miſlead» 
ing of an Engliſh Reader in mc, and not in Mr." 
Danvers ? Certainly if one is' guilty, then both : 
And why then muſt my Fault alone be remaxked * 
lt ſeems their affe&ions to thejr | Chant would 
not ſuffer them'to be ſo juſt. Bat indeed what thiey 
charge me withal, was neither Unfair nor Miſ- 
leading an Engliſh Reader, 'For | tranflated' ſo 
much as might ſatisfic any that had the uſe of their 
Reaſon, that Calvixs owned fthat it was no where 
expreſly mentioned. -' The | fir although ] with 
Q Oe, clearly! implicd —_ my.uking Mr. h 
WAGs 


2) ; 
pig. 39. and in pag Fo be Sh is Calvin briz 


whether it was ;fair, :t 42 t6 ins -ſen+ 
wy 'and t c Shy Nh Zen he of w 
he calls the Ol wo Fools 3 / Prove t 
| Gough . hokea upon it as ay, 


id 
TT d ro Mr. p. 
telljng, me, R a, 4 That 1 intimate 
it was rCalrin - [. viz That it is 5 NO whe 
rentione dexprel fly, that any one Child Te Foe y 
zcd }] is. great mai ©»: the beſt of it; 
Mr. D, himſelf might bluſh tomention it. a 
2+, They tell mes. 4 5+ That whereas in my 
Appeal, ws 166. Tc e Mr: D. to bave 
theſe-wards, [_ For it _ be that the Body ſhout 
receive the, pL Ft? of Baptiſm,till the Soxl bath he+ 


fire receir ved the Truth of | "ry to. Feroms ; Upon 
examining; the Place, they hnd them t© þ 


. . A 


FA s. words verbatim. And they obſerve tha if 
_ | Mr. Þ't add Mag Fi 4+ Caps by 
pig. 41: 4s if, be- bad a wobar uoted the 

gd. there, w be doth noty but only 2 Jena 7 
Nt atth. which double Iyjary they conceive deſerves 

" wi conſideration, in order ty @ candid Ackpone 


Ren: Who ſo blind as they that will not ſee. 
Had, they but once confidered the place in my, Af 
pgal, they would- preſently have diſcovered, that 

did. wh compare what Mr. D. ſaid, with what. 

erom (aid, but with what the Magd. tell us, he 
io Cent. 4 4+ Gaps, 6+ pag . 418, For Mr. D. 1 n 

2+ Edit, pag. 55+ Ct, The Magg. tell: ws 
mg. That 1t,was the Univerſal. prattice to Rap* 
Adula Profeſſion, Cc, and 5 wpbzeh, 

rt.” «'D, they the.  Magd.,]; give x Jens: 
wiho- 


PP}, 
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34 _ x 
on woe © fo 6. ſaying, T 
that I Ft, 
i gs them 44 the M 
ap. 418. "oy 


e 
Br 
porno ty __ Mat. or Me: 
: = OE 
e m withaly t 
in 7erom, becauſe he prer Fr rol toner 
apd, where they art not to be fone, So thar I cotictive 
$ double Charge of rhe Baprifs agile, deſeryes their' 
, Conſideration in .order- to a can Acknowledging 
they by ppb in che FEM by M 
13; me, pag. &. That e Mr.D., 46 
yirh j72 A 9s Pag » father img re wards Pe 
gh he hath owned 2 abiftate in his Reply. © w? 
irve alſo ( ſay the Baptiſts ) that he quores ſes 5 Fe 
17. 7. atthe end, which jou leaye owt, though, yoy' to 
| bus words ta.that, and yer reprove him ſo for the 
ms 3 which ſeems neither ry uno thor Fair, * 
» Anſw. Unleſs they could have produced' ſomething, more 
; pnificant, had be ter have fates the Remark, The thi 
ged Mr. D. wit: ", is indeed -ſufhc ly proved by his 
n confeſſon, But this it ſeems was neither Farr, nor 15 
woxr that I ſhould leave our EB ju Annor. ar the endy 
dyet pom him ſo op for rhe miſtake. | Bux when re 
Lopeeps Il confider, ( That I have reprored Ne, 
br this miſtake bur once, $ remerber, ſince oe 
an cout, to. wit,, in my Appeal, op his Brag Flpfa 
neſs of all the reſt. "And ( 2. ) That no Int ntelligenr Reader 
that obſerved Eftizs Amnnot. at the end, could. think other- 
vile than that Mt, Þ. rook this Quotation, of Calv4ns from 
thence, as he took thax of  Epsphanms,mentioned is his ferem 
Edit. pp, 58. from Marning) page 366, And rhat © Cle- K 
ment;, mentioned "pp. 47, 43. from. ach Mernng * I bope 
y will be convinced that the Remark was rieither Fair nor. 
lngenuous; + "0" 


Cu 4. They 


_ | 
', 4; They.take notice, pag, 6. of my chap 
”7 


| Mr. D. w 
abuſing Doitor Hammond rn affirming t 7 


Fl(s mor, 


the. Hebrew ivard, &c. Whereas | 
med the Dodors Book, Printed $3, and find that My." 


hath guoted his words iywly, Upon which they remark, tha 
rheauſtakys « mine, mhich they hope will convence me of the 


entree and unjuft Reproach I (ubjoyned. 

Anſw. I do rs oh in the firſt Edit. of the Do 
Qors Annor. it is, 45*Mr,; D. hath quored it, which T knew 

t, before he told meſo, But in bis ſecond Edzr. and in al 
6k tions, jt, is as'I affirmed in my Appeal. So then, 

{mpargsl Judges will ay, Mr. D. is to be ,blained, if any, 
tor, citj 2 wards out of 2a worle Edit. when there is a better, 
And it the Baprrſts pleaſe to peruſe the DoQors KFewew 
hrs Annotations and. Para "= they will ſce the Co 
on made by himſelf. Kd becauſe of ſomething that T heat( 
was Tpoken by one of them, art that time when' they were & 
amining my-:Appe4l, I do.now appeal to their Conlciences, 
whether they-'d1d not knqw this diſcrepaniy of the Edrtudny, 
Þefor, they made thein Remark ; And how then could they 
with | a A 1m the miſtake to be inine, D. 

\ $-., .rc me, ; «7. 4 charge Mr, » for afirmmy 
$& Walden, that the [chjeviant is agreement to Fs 
Frrine of Pelagius and others, denjed Infant-Baptiſmi whic 
be Acknowledges to be his miſtake. But if Walken (ſaythey 
te to. be believed, (it appears ) that the Wickliviits judged 
Ef apicet-Bag'olon: unprofitable ro litile ones, mm theſe 

ords';. Noftrs Wikliviſtz B aptiſmum Eccleſiaſticum hutilt 
dicant parvwlicy &c— And (ſay they ) we muſt Re- 
rk to.you that in, your Quotation, Appeal, | ag- 173. you 
eave out | Parvyplis). tlc principal word theres and with 
what defign or end, we lea\e you to/confider. 

"nſw. 1 have already dem6nſtrared , that when Walden 
4ffirmed the Wick!ivians judged Ecclefiallical-Bapriſin unpro- 
fitable to litile ones, it was only becauſe they denied it to be 
rofitable to their Salvation, As for iny leaving out [ Par- 

wig ] thev think it fo” confiderable, that T njult hear of it 
with both Ears, The ZBapriſts bere tell me of it, and leave 
me to conſider with what defign or'end Tdid it. And Mr. D. 


Agone Page 33, 18 fo kind, as to tell me plainly, /t m4 ſr 


4 tha the Reader thas they reje ed all Baptiſm, where 
| 3» 


es 4 Trimerſien or Waſhing of the whole "Body, anſwer; 
H, fiing el they Fe as 


. (37) 
that Term exproſly Imits ” lirele ener. But howcould 
& 5. or His Paity, imagine this my defign, when in both 
ay Books I have aſſerted, and {till do, that rhey were. for 
zt-Baptiſm > But to Anſwer more particularly, (1.) How 
"the Baprifts affirm, that [ Parvels ] , was the princs- 
d{ pord in the Quotation, when Mr. Danvers hath giver-us 
a Rule that they allow, Rejoynd. pag. 21- Thatin goereng of 
Authors, we are obliged ta give only what they ſpeak tot 
thing 1m had: And I brought this of Walden, only to prove 
my charge of his making Authors ſpeak direQtly contrary to 
what indeed they affum. Andatherefore having quoted them 
asto thar, as appears by bis confelſing the Charge; they 
eannot juſtly blame me for other Omilſions, becauſe 1 made 
bofurther uſe of the words, Bur ( 2.) Ir is 4 falſe ſurmiſe, 
thatby the leaving out that word [ Parv#lss ] I could infi- 
fivate to any that underſtand themſelves, thac they were ae. 
inſt all Baptiſm : The” Qppoſition contutes ir. el. 47148, 
meentius » and others ( ſaith Walden) cupon {t ACc- 
coun.s, held Baptiſm pro tableto little ones ; But the Wicks 
levjans contrary to all theſe mentionedheld it unproficable Fto/ 
lite ones neceſſarily be implied by the 4=titheſir * And 
Þy Tranſlation dears it, They judg Ecclefiaftical-Baptiſm un- 
profitable, rhat is ſay I, unprofitable to zur Salvation. To 
Whoſe Salvation > Let Mr. D. or his Appellants find ano'li.t 
Antecedent, if they can to [ their ] befides little ones. And 
tow then tan Mr, D. prove, / very «wnworthily left it out ? 
| therefore conclude, if this be an Error, it is a Venial one, 
21d T can ſay not wilfal, But certainly, theſe Men" would 
make notable work wh Þþ me, if they had Matter to work y is 
on. But what Juſt Cauſe of complaint in this, I profeſs-{e- 
riouſly, I ſee not. | | 
6. They tell' me, page 8. That I chatge Mr. D, Appeal 
pag. 179, 180, for adding thoſe words, ,v:2>  { 1t « ovr will, 
thar all that affirm. that young Children recerve everlaſting 
Lifey, albert they be hot by the Sacrament of Gract, or Bap- 
bm renewed, jo the Milevitan Decree, But exammung 
the 4. Tom. in Reg. Colle&. they fnd the Canon quored by 
Mr. Danvers, 5» pag. 559. taken owt of 4"very aunent Copy, 
oy argy following the words, 1 Cite rhe, | Item placuir 
ut þ quis dicit/ ideo dixifſe :intm ; in domo Patrfs.mei, 
M tones multz ſunt, ur inte]ligatur, quia in Regno Ceelo» 
ram erit aliquis medius, aut ullus alicubi locus, ubi beate vi 
Vant 


= he fa Here '« 4 aides 5 
: rh Children miphr be ed wit 
fo pive the moſt favoiurab 
LS BaLktes 4 lame wer ik At, 
"y ac quit Mr. D: #f this Ch ras 
phig One Fypes wonder ho w this Regho Co ColeF19 cans 
ito the Baptif ; mind : For'Mr, 2D, tells us plainl) 
As x. par. pe gta 166. {. dike took what h 
Ati ned, of this ation and aro ce Dp 


þ Noh "gF isin | Lee £2 bor t la 


v] ie. 
TEE the 7 bag jor to 


it, But, w here 6 | fay, An &x- 
Pp Fa LIN phaſe « es Mar 
| . WOT dS, HI 

Fi $ PIR, wy bx In they are as muc 

| os an on i7.t is apparent 

it Zo chis Angthems 


c pita megrar ; Who'd: diet! without Baptiſm, Rego Ces 
vita eterna intrare nor poſſwnt , cangot 
gdom of Heaven, which 1s Eternal Life (. the 
Danver, to add), And therefore 


te dnarhame is profjounced ag Anil com, for thinking ng 


Fe < [3 Ly, oy. Mt hints 94 _/i i /a ine RF apt1{mo 6 


8 there ſhall be 41,915 medaue gut wilss Fr. 
locus, ome middle, or other cerjaip, place : $0177 beate "4 
Wer p4 «lb; gue f we - Baptiſmo ex hac oht's mmigr erg, "Fe 
Where Chi ldren ay live bappily that, di le wittiout Baptiſm 
Grguading, this their Opinion u ; thoſe: words of our Fo 
domg Patres mes ma bones | lie font : In % ab 
ny hoy e are may Manſions. And now Lleave it PE 
frlves. to conhider, w het this is nar_ah Iaſfancs AG 
Ne moſt fayourable Conjeture of ir} that ive; 
all their diligerice j in lon BIA Authors. . ( (of which Z- 
WE, 2 pt. J-) they, haye ade lame; ſearch z Av 
cir Decree, which they I to be fo very juſt 
pn p=* to be now reverſcd. They 
7. 
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"reg bec: 


" Anſw 


EKE STEELS 


* 9/2, Muſt the ES 
needs precede and, go (hr | 
rae be fownd 1 1 Bazil, or 7 have per ed al 

« ts Baptiſm, im his 3. Tomes, nor hays the 
ng an ſuch [4 eng of. his, whey F; _ Wh Do- 


Saymg 5 ors 2, Eunomium "A 
"x Let the Bap rift, We refle& upon . D. Gay 
hd Bad Page 55. "2 6 A de Grown al 
i 6 His wor hat ; 
% 4 it was the Carrere 


Foe fo: to 5 es 

&c, and for. mhed.! : [a rp” Vines FE 
> y the roll tiglens > hereof [ 7p N: 
thoſe Leamed Fathers 

of Bazjl' f as he wot ne dhe us lice 
think his fathering that upon the Ma Fe The OEM: 
Is a ſufficient proof of my CR = indeed they Le 
find the words in Bazyl, which th ey cannot, neither indeed 
d they affirm bur only tha rhey nd his words #0 be to that 
ſarſe: Which whether they are, or no, let the Reader judg? 
And alſo whether this is z»y Erior and overſight, or chezrs, 

8. And laſtly, They rcll me, 7 charge him with 4 notort- 
ous Untruth, > Wo, for affirming from the Magd. that 
Gulielmus dz the n Mary, tothe form of Bapti/m, 
We have examined 4; %p ( fay Y Cent. 1 þ x. 
43g. Edir. Bazil, Anno 1574- 4nd find the words as 7 = 
by Mr.D. And therefore for you #0 Affirm the contrary, w 
8 proſe miſtake, 


Anſw. 


| This is ſuch (8. » tar of 1 
|» oeoned. I confefs that 'in the 


Nepky i gan Mary is added to the form 
Norte 3a ol. it is omitted * Abi T new 
the diſcrepan cy belnech ok Editions before T read it ir 
his Rejenad, And I preſume all indifferent Men + | 
dude, f d I known it, [ ſhould not have made (this & 
_ Tnſtances. | But it is ptobable, 'the Baptifti will ts by 
uote the Page of the ff Edir. and therefore maſk. 
Lake from thence,” I rare that Page is merit 
and ir was occaſioned by ſeveral of Mr. D's 5 Quor: 5 01 
that 13. Cent, of his ſecond Edit. pag. 123. Viz, Aqul 
twice, and Bon4ventwre, all which had the 41gch Page & 
| ted for them. And theſe being juſt about-chis of G 
wo r a preſumption, that this alſo was in the ſame Þj 
aCcordin ly it was fer down. , This is the very try 
Ro I confels, it would have been better to have mg 
oned the Edition our of which it was taken; that there g 
have been no Ground for a Cenſure. | 
Thus I have exatnined the & no Anſwer, and-now le 
it tothe. determinatiori of the Chriſtian Reads, Þ 'L 
deed, they have anſwered my Appeal as ; coghes 
arrueor tial 'Repteſentation of tl me 
tets, which they wete pleaſed to take Co x" apr 'd 
ro make it appear to the ſatisfation of a f Inpartal 
COON ) that my Charges do not. appear to | 
the contrary grear Mi ſuch as 0 oblige th _ 
neqle Me, D. and to call upon me to make good wy Pros 
in eface ro my Appeat w. 


